5/26- Dear Paul, if John Nichols has not sent you a copy of the adverse appeals**court 
decision, I can land you the copy I got front Lcsar. It is as big sn, -.disaster as I’d 
etepeevod, worse in some ways that really can t be leased on John. She factual error alone 
is incredible, and I fear that i say tempt the arrogant bastard to take the case to the 
Supreme Court, where the precedent Kill be irreversible* His case is so flawed that there 
arc too many reasons for upholding the invalid decision he has. As you know, nobody knows 
anything but John- ask him, or give him a chance to tell you! 2$Lsaase was irreuctiial from 
the tins he filed it. o made too many jastases. .If lie loaves it alone, tge over-turning 
of the bad parts will hot be difficult in other oases not f 3 awed as his was* hut if ho 
doesn’t, we'll lali bo frozen in vital areas, terns his worst mistakes was asking for 
too nany things of diverse sources in a single suit. And that Navy stuff wou untaochlo 
to begin with...! have eaddths decision but once, which is too much. It may bo worse than 
I’d thought, but I hope .nt, ‘flint the court is incredible helps «a little and provides 


little or no opj-tortunity for reversal* Shiuld he go to the Supreme Court and should thc^ 
send the case bade, he’ll get the same decision, id:’ other arid more tenable grounds are 
really available* But if he takes it.' forward and, as seems inevitable with this court .aid 
the limited bases, and looses, then among the tilings we'll have to contend with, and 'this 
is but one, is tiiat the USk-faaily contract will be vnlidatad boeuuso of bis error, .tad 
all the tkrae-dimsnoionsl evidence will be permanently unavnilable.If you v.nnt acre, I'll 
read it again... Hal — right ao have turned to comic ber-fo. Ihay are less fanout ico.% 
people l Hast, Ui 



